22                                  INTRODUCTION
THE  HISTORICAL  VALUE  OF  AMBROISE
Having already given our reasons for judging that the Itinerarium
and the Estoire were both based on a common lost original, we shall
take the liberty in this section to consider the two as a single work and
to attempt an estimate of the historical value of the original, which we
have arbitrarily and for convenience called Ambroise. We have shown
throughout our notes the variants and divergencies between the Estoire
and the ltinerariumy and they may be summarized by stating that
while the Itinerarium is in general more precise as to chronology and
more inclusive as to proper names, there are several incidents which
are given in greater detail by the Estoire. But as historical documents
they have much the same validity, and we shall here essay to evaluate
their narrative in comparison with other independent sources.
Ambroise, as we have already pointed out, cannot be called the best
single source for the entire third crusade, but it is certainly the best
source for the crusade of Richard. The events in Syria which led up to
the crusade are treated very broadly and not too accurately by the
Estoire, while the Itinerarium, which follows the Latin Continuator
of William of Tyre, is more detailed, but not much more reliable* For
a complete account of the crusade probably the best single source would
be the Eracles, the Old French Continuator of William.44 Ambroise
virtually omits the expedition of Frederick Barbarossaj more attention
is given it in the Itinerarium, where several chapters are derived from
the Latin Continuator, than in the Estoirey but both are quite brief.
Further, Ambroise's account of the crusade of Philip Augustus is in-
cidental to the crusade of Richard; his knowledge of Cyprus, apart
from the details of its conquest, seems very slight. But Ambroise does
give the best account of the campaigns in Palestine, of the fighting at
Messina and in Cyprus, and of the incidents in the camp before Acre.
It is not our purpose here to analyze in detail the history of Am-
broise, but a very brief comparison of his work with the other major
sources of the crusade adds to our appreciation of the historical signifi-
cance of our chronicle. The other chief occidental accounts are those of
the Erodes, the G^/^-Hoveden (which are virtually the same),
Diceto, Devizes, and Rigordj while for the siege of Acre and the
4* For titles and editions of authors cited here, see our Bibliography.